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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 38-60 are active. Claims 11-37 have been withdrawn from consideration. 

Claims 38-43 have been revised for clarity. These claims now refer to polynucleotides with 

at least 90% homology to SEQ ID NO: 1 . Claims 59 and 60 have been revised to indicate 

that the claimed polynucleotides are portions of SEQ ED NO: 1 . To facilitate their possible 

rejoinder method Claims 1 1 and 22 have been amended to include the limitations of 

polynucleotide Claim 38. Accordingly, the Applicants do not believe that any new matter has 

been added. 

The Applicants thank Examiner Fronda for the courteous and helpful interview of 
May 6, 2004. It was suggested that the language of Claims 38-43 be revised to refer to 
polynucleotides homologous to SEQ ID NO:l, instead of homologous to polynucleotides 
encoding a polypeptide with at least 90% homology to SEQ ID NO: 2. It was also suggested 
that Claims 59 and 60 be revised to indicate that the polynucleotides were portions of SEQ ID 
NO: 1. These amendments have now been made and favorable consideration is respectfully 
requested. 

Restrition/Election 

The Restriction Requirement has been made final. The Applicants respectfully 
request that upon an indication of allowance for the elected claims, that nonelected process 
claims which depend from or include all the limitations of an allowed product claim be 
rejoined and also allowed, see MPEP 821.04. 

Rejection — 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph 
Claims 59 and 60 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as lacking 
adequate description. These claims have been amended to refer to polynucleotides which are 
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portions of SEQ ID NO: 1 which is fully described by the specification. Accordingly, this 
rejection may now be withdrawn. 

Rejection — 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph 
Claims 38-40, 47-55 and 58 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite. Independent Claim 38 and claims depending from Claim 38 have been 
amended to indicate that the polynucleotides are at least 90% homologous to SEQ ID NO: 1, 
which is fully described by the disclosure. Accordingly, this rejection may now be 
withdrawn. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, the Applicants respectfully submit 
that this application is now in condition for allowance. Early notification to that effect is 
earnestly solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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